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December 18. 2001

Ladies and Gentlemen:

The lvlontana Depanment of Fish Wildlife and Parks proposes to improve low-water boat launchrng t-acilities on
Lake Frances. This rvould be a cooperative project with the Town of Vaiier, the Great Falls Chaptei of Walleyes
Unlimited, and the Pondera Canal and Reservoir Company.

Durins normal \!'ater years, boat launching on Lake Frances is accomplished at fwo or three established facilities.
depending on rvater level. These sltes are owned and maintained by the local communlry. Horver.er. none olthese
sites is tunctional durtng drought years (including 2000 and 2001) due to low water levels. In these lorv,nvarer
)'ears. the Tow'n of Valier grades and matntains a roadway that ieads to the tip of what is an island dunng normal
water years. This island becomes connected to the mainland in low-water years and is therelbre no longer an
rsiand. Boats are launched otT a natural gravelly area at the tip of the former island in drou_sht years. Boaters ha'e
complained about soft. muddy conditions on the roadway during rainy periods; getting stuck in "soft" areas of the
unimproved launching area; and having problems with high winds and waves at the eiposed launching area at the
trp of the former island.

Over the past several vears, FWP has worked '"vith Walleyes Unlimited and the local communiry to develop a plan
to impi'ove lorv-*'ater access to thrs highly popular water-based recreation area. Several alternative sltes and
der"elopments were considered, but the groups selected the option of improving the existrng Iow-,,vater access slte rn
the "island" area as the most f'easible solution. This project includes adding gravel to the existing lorv-rvater
roadway and parking area, conslruction of a concrete boat ramp, and installatron of a portable tloating-breakwater
to reduce problems currently experienced by recreationrsts. If funds allow, repairs and maintenanci of existinc
ramps, breakwaters, and parking areas may aiso be completed.

MDFWP has prepared a Draft Environmental Assessment for public revierv and comment. Copies may be obtained
by contacting FWP at 4600 Giant Spnngs Road, Great Falls 59405 or call 45.+-5840. The Envrronmenral
Assessment can aiso be accesseci on the Intemet at the FWP rvebsite: fwp.state.nrtzs (click on,,Public Notices,').
Comments rvill be accepted until 5:00 PM. January 28,2002. Contact Steve Leathe, Region 4 Fisheries Manager rn
Great Falls at il54-5855 if you need more rntbrmation. Thanks.

Sincerely,%*ru
/ \tike Aderhotd

Regron Four Supervisor

P.n^c,tar"l
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DRAFT
MEPANEPA/IIB495 CHE C KLIST

PART I. PROPOSND ACTION NTSCRIPTION

1. Type of Proposed State Action lmprove access road and parking construct boat ramp, install
floating breakwater, repair concrete breakwater, build accessible loading ramp, at Lake Frances,
Montana.

2. Agency Authority for the Proposed Action
The Dingell-Johnson bill was passed in the U.S. Legislature August 9, 1950 and was amended to
the Wallop-Breaux bill in 1984. A percentage of funds spent on fishing equipment and motorboat
associated fuel is apportioned back to the states based on the land and water area and the number
of fishing licenses sold. This bill requires that l5o/o of these funds are spent on motorboat access
projects. Twenty-five percent of the total project cost must be from non-federal funds.

A Memorandum of Understanding (MOI, between the Town of Valier, Pondera County Canal and
Reservoir Company, Great Falls Chapter of Walleyes Unlimit€{ and FistU Wiidlife and Parks
outlines the cooperative efforts to construct, operate and maintain the project and guarantee public
acc€ss to federally funded facilities.

3. Name of Project
Lake Frances Access [mprovemant

4. Name, Address and Phone Number of Project Sponsor (if other than the agency)
Sponsored by Fish, Wildlife & Parks (FWP) and
Great Falls Chapter of Walleyes Unlimit€{ P.O. Box 937, Grat Falls, MT 59403-0937, no phone
Town of Valier, PO Box 512, Valier, MT 59485, 406-279-3721
Pondera County Canal and Reservoir Company, P.O. Box 245,Yaher, MT 59486,

406-279-33t5

If Applicable:
Estimated Construction/Commencement Date
Estimated Completion Date
Current Status of Project Design (% complete)

Spring 2002
Spring 2002
500

6. Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, range and township)
Lake Frances can be reached by traveling 67 miles north from Great Falls on lnterstate 9l; take
Exrt #348, then tum west on Valier Road/Highway 44 and travel about 15 miles to the Town of
Valier; follow Teton Avenue southeast to the town park and boat ramps on the north shore of Lake
Frances. Pondera County, Montana Township 29 North, Range 5 West, S% Section 4 and N%
Section 9: and NE%NE% Section 23.





7. Project Size: Estimate the number of acres that would be directly affected that are currently:

(a) Developed:
residential 

- 
acres

industrial.... 
- 

acres

(b) Open SpaceMoodlandsi
Recreation.................... 6 acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian
Areas......... 

- 
acres

Map/site plan: attach an original 8112" x 11" or larger section of the most recent USGS 7.5'
series topographic map showing the location and boundaries of the area that would be
affected by the proposed action. A different map scale may be substituted if more appropriate
or if required by agency rule. If available, a site plan should also be attached.

Please refer to Appendix 2 to locate the proposed project areas. Appendix 3 illustrates the island
boat ramp and parking area plan. Plans have not been drawn flor the east end parking area. Other
rmprovements will coincide with the existing rout€s and use patterns.

Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Project including the Benefits and Purpose of
the Proposed Action.

It is proposed to improve the existing road leading to the island in Lake Frances, improve parking,
and construct a double-width concrete boat ramp at the island location currenfly used for
launching, and install a portable, floating breakwater. Parking above the existing town rarnps
rvould be slightly improved with grading and about three inches of gravel. The lake would then be
accessible for nearly the entire recreation season by using one of the four boat ramps. The project
would compliment the fish cleaning station funded by a federal aid Wallop-Breaux grant through
FWP, and also the existing facilities provided and maintained by the Town of Valier, including a
campground flush toilets, and a RV dump station.

Lake Frances is used for irrigation, fishing, recreation, and City of Conrad drutking water. Typical
annual precipitation patt€ms allow use of the four existing boat ramps for boat launching/loading
about eight out of ten years. The private rarnp at the Lighthouse Restaurant and two town ramps
are accessible at full pool elevations. As water levels drop, the east end ramp, owned by PCCRC,
becomes the only useable ramp. Summer fishing and boating recreation on Lake Frances has been
limit€d the last four years by inadequate low-water access. These three ramps have not allowed
boat access. After the lake drops an additional two feot (between 3,804-3,802 feet above sea

level), boaters can drive down the existing Valier Town Park boar ramps onto what
characteristically is an island to launch boats. The south side of the island provides enough depth
and bank grade to launch and load. The Town of Valier has graded the pioneered road and added

some gravel in certain areas. The entire road and ramp area is below the high pool elevation. The
amount of time when lake access is unavailable (lake elevation is too low for access at the east end
but too high to ac€ss the island) is contingent upon annual precipitation" irrigation use, and

amount of water released from upstream reservoirs.

(d)

(e)

8.

9.
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FWP Statewide Angler Pressure estimated 14,700 anglers in 1999. Weekend summer creel
surveys indicate that 100% of these anglers were fishing from boats in 2000. This has risen from
1995, when 887o were boat anglers. It is surmised that this rncrease in percentage of boating
anglers is due to the low water conditions, which makes it difficult to access the lake by foot and
reach productive fistung areas. This illustrates the need for a low water boat ramp on Lake
Frances.

The existing road to the island begins at the northern town ramp and follows the highest elevation
route below high pool level. The road is about one mile long and will be improved to include about
six inches of road base and gravel. Some areas may need excavating to allow the addition of
gravel, but retain the exrstrng grade. Geo-tech fabric may be installed for a distance of about 600
feet to allow vehicle passage and road stability at times when the ground is still moist. PCCRC
owns the properly proposed for improvernort.

FWP Design and Construction Bureau has found the most cost effective and long lasting boat
ramp is a poured c€ment ramp with flexible concrete planks or mat at the lowest end. The new
ramp is planned at about 32 f*t wide (double widttu unless fuodiog restricts it to a single width)
and about 54 feet long at a l2-14%o grade, which is adequate for boat launching and loading.
Other sites considered for launch improvernents had about 4Yo grade, which would require major
excavation and expense to attarn a mrnimum l0% grade to enable launching. Construction would
take place in early Sp.irg to take advantage of low water levels.

Parking on the island will be grade.d to the existing contours and covered with about sx rnches of
gravel. The amount of parking will vary depending on water level, but plans allow for a parking
area about the same size as that above the town ramps. Vehicle traffic around and across the
island will be discouraged to protect wildlife habitat by using temporary, movable barriers or signs.
Barriers must be portable, such as self-supporting posts with connecting rope or chain, to move
when water levels fluctuate and avoid underwater boating hazards.

The proposed floating, portable breakwater can be used on the west side of the new ramp or at the
town ramps with higher water levels. It will extend 100-200 feet from shore with a bend in the
middle for ma"rimum ftImp area protection. The breakwater considered for use is made of orange
or white, high-strength polyethylene barrels with pockets for wave attenuation. A grid pattern will
be used for the most effective wave reduction. [t wifl be anchored to shore and offshore with
concrete blocks. The offshore anchor at the town ramp location can be buried nearly to the top to
reduce the boating risk when water levels drop. When removal is required. the barrels can be
moved and drained for storage.

It is also proposed as part of this project to remove the silt at the bottom of the east end ramp to
allow maximum depths for launching. Deposition is nearly a foot deep at the end of the ramp and
must be removed every year or two.

Site Menrgement
A long-term Memorandum of Understanding (MOCI is being negotiated between FWP, town of
Valier, Pondera County Canal and Reservoir Company (PCCRC) and the Great Falls Chapter of
Walleyes Unlimited. Fish" Wildlife & Parks has agreed to apply for and administ€r Wallop-
Breaux federal funds for the projec! complete tle environmental assessment process, desip and
oversee the construction project. The MOU will also outline which of the other parties is
responsible for specific operations and maintenance of the site after constructioq such as:
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o install, remove and store the floating breakwater annually,o routine maintenance on ramps, road, parkrng areas,. move parking bamers as water levels rise/fall,
o guarantee public access, and
. control weeds.

A slrnilar MOU is currently in place for the operation and maintenance of a fish cleaning station
installed about three years ago wrth funding from a federal aid Wallop-Breaux grant.

Fnnding

Funding is proposed through 75% FWP Wallop-Breaux motorboat appropriations matched with
25o/o non-federal funds. If the full $200,000 is not needed for construction, or the full 550,000
match is not acquired the proportionate amount of Wallop-Breaur funds would also be reduced to
retain the 75:25 ratio match. The use of these funds is contingent upon U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service approval ofthe project.

Opfinns fn he completed in addiiion tn the ahove proposel, eontingl"nt nn firnding anrt the MOI T.

o Repair/improve existing @ncrete breakwater at southem town rarnp. The fines under this
concrete structure are eroding causing the concrete to fail and creating a safety hazard. lt
is proposed to back fill the existing holes, then cover the structure with fabric and nprap to
reduce water action on the underlying fines. Riprap would be keyed into the lakebed and
placed on the on the windward bank.

. Improve and designate parking on PCCRC land (about eight acres) above the east end boat
ramp. Vehicles currently drive along the shoreline to reach the boat ramp, park and travel
much of the eastem shoreline when water levels are low. Because this ramp is adjacent to
the outlet pipe leading to Conrad's drinking water supply, water quallty and the potential
for contaminatron is a concern. Fill, grading and gravel would be required to provide an
access road and parking area above the high water mark. Barriers would be needed to
restrict the established use of the areas below the full pool line.

o Construct an accessible loading rarnp at the city boat ramp parking area. It is difficult for
people with disabilities to enter and exit a boat when in the water. A loading ramp would
allow a vehicle pulling a boat to approach, then the person with the disabilrty would use
the ramp to transfer into the boat prior to launching. The ramp would have an 87o or less
grade and perhaps handrails.

The project w'ill result in more consistent motorboat use, angling and recreational use of Lake
Frances. Due to the unreliability of a natural boat ramp on the island and associated hazards to
boats and launching vehicles, many people do not participate in boat angling and recreation when

water levels are lower than 3.804 feet when a developed r:rmp can not be used.
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10. Listing of any other Local, State or Federal agency that has overlapping or additional
. jurisdiction.

(a) Permits: all permits will be filed by FWP or the contractor 34 weeks prior to construction

Agenclr N:me Permit

FWP 124 Permit-Water Quality Protection Act
Army Corps of Engineers 404 Fill Permit
Pondera Countv Weed District Weed Permit

(b) Funding

Agency Name Frrndin&Amorrnt

FWP - Federal Wallop-Breaux motorboat funds S150,000
nnn-fe.ler:l firnds $5O,00O

Total S200,000

(c) OtherOverlappingorAdditionalJurisdictionalResponsibilities

Agency Neme T)rpe of RespnnsihiliY
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) cultural site protection
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service approval to use federal firnding
Memorandum of Understanding ensure operations & maintenance, guarantee

public acc€ss after project completion

11. List of Agencies Consulted during Preparation of the EA.

Fish, Wildlife and Parks Division
Fisheries Division
Wildlife Division
Design and Construction Bureau
Nongame Species Coordinator
Federal Aid Coordinator

State Historic Preservation Office
lvfontana Natural Heritage Program (Natural Resources Information System)

United States Departrnent of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (soils)

Pondera County Departnent of Revenue (taxes)



I.I AND RFSOIIRCFS

\'iU the proposed action result in:

IMPACT+

Can Impact Be
Mitigal€d) Comment Index

Unknown; None Iv{inoD
Potentially
Signr.ficarn

<a. Soil irstabilit_v or changes in geologic
subdructure? x

positive

yes la.

b. Disnrptiorl displacernern, erosiorl cornpaction,
moisture loss" or over-covering of soil which would
reduce productivity or firtility?

x yes lb.

ac. Desnraion ;overing or modification of any
unique geologic or physical feaores?

x lc.

d Changes rn siltation deposition or erosion
patterns that may modify the charurel ofa river or
stream or the bed or shore ofa lake?

X yes ld.

e. E.rpoaure ofpeople or propert_v to earthquakes,
Iandslides, ground faiture, or other natural hazard?

X

I Otber N/a

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulalive and Secondary Effects on tand Resourc€s (futach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

la. No changes in geologic substructure will occur. The soil stablllty will be slightly increased with the use of Geo-tect 111ate.iut
in a 600 foot section of the road leading to the island. This will allow vehicle travel while the soil is still mois.t without degrading
the road. Repair of the town ramp breakwater and use of the floating breakwater will also increase soil stability.

The project at the town ramp and island will improve the existing road, boat launching area and delineate parking, none of
which are productive, nor have any vegetative growth due to previous g@ding and high use. The area is below the high pool level.
rockv and highlv disturbed. Improving the road and boat ramp will aid in protecting the island banks from possible damaging use
rvhen soils are still wet. The only area with potential to be disturbed in a way that would reduce productivity and fertility is the
development of a parking area above the east end ramp. Agarn, this area is already disturbed by vehicles accessing the lake on
various two track roads and parking. This area is above the high pool level and does prduc€ some various gr:Bses. A parking
area wrll confine use, allowing other surrounding areas !o reclaim for greater production and fertility.

lc. Unique geologic or physical features are not present within the construction area.

ld. The modifications of existing use and facilities will result in very minor changes in siltatio4 deposition and erosion. The
improvements to the road bed and town ramp breakwater, and installation of a concrete boat ramp will increase the stability of
these areas. Construction will occur while water levels are low, therefore equipment will not be in the water. The end
of the ramp may include flexible concrete cable matt or concrete planks, which would be installed with a crane to a
water depth of about three feet. Temporary erosion controls will be used during construction to reduce erosion and
deposition. A minor amount of siltation will be produced for a short time after construction when water levels cover
the building areas. The floating breakwater will reduce wave action and erosion at the boat ramp areas. Improving the
town ramp breakwater will also stabilize that section of lake shore.

) lnclude a narrative explanation under Part lll de€cribing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unlarown, explain why the unknorrrn impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.6O4-1a (ARM)
Determine whether the descriH impecl may result aM respond on the checldist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA nanative and include deumentation if it will be useful.
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2. AIR

Will the proposed action result in:

c. Alteruion of air movenretr! moisture. or
temperatue patterns or any change in climatg either
locally u regionally?

d Advene etrects on vegetation, including crop6, dle
to increased emissiorB of pollulanls?

qe. For P-fuI-LJ projetr, will the projecr resuh in any
discharge which will conflia wirh federal or state air
quality regs? (AIso see 2a)

a. Emission of air polluants or deterioration of
cnbiem air qualit_v? (also see l3 (c))

b. Creation of objecrionable odors?

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe cumulative and Secondary Effirts on Air Resources (Arach addifional pages ofnaralive ifneeded):

2a' Minor and temporary amounts of dust are anticipated during construction of roads, parking areas, town breakwater
repair and boat ramp. Gravel surfhces on the island road may ;duce dust levels compared to the current dirt surface.
The construction perimeter disturbed at the new east end parking area will be seeded after project completion to
encourage vegetative gowth and reduce future dust. No other ambient air qualities will be altered.

)

ee

lnclude a nanative erplanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impacd. lf the impact is unknown, eplain rvhy the unlaurvn impact has not or
can not be ewluated.
lnclude a nanative description addressing the ilems identified in 12.8.@4-1a (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may result and respond on ttre checldid. Oescribe any minor or poteniially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA nanative and include documentatlon if it will be useful.
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3. WATFR

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Changes in drainage pattems or the rate and amount of
surface runofl

c. Aheration olthe cotrse or magnitude offlood wa&r or
other flows?

d Changes in the amount ofsurface water in any water
bodv or cteation ofa new water body?

e. Exposure ofpeople or property to water related hazards
such as flooding?

ti Changes in the quality ofgroundwater?

g. Changes in the quantity ofgroundrrarer?

h. lncrease in risk ofconramination ofsurface or
groundwater?

i. Effixts on any existing water right or reservation?

j. Etrects on other water us€rs as a resuh ofany atteration
in surface or groundwa&r qudity?

6rn Fm P-R/N I, will the project result in any rtisclsge
that will affect federa.l or state water quality regulations?
(.{lso see 3a)

a- Drscharge into zurlace water or any aheration of
surface water quality rncluding but not limited to
lempdrature. dissolved oxvgen or turbiditv?

lc Effixrs on other users as a resuh ofany aheration in
or groundwater

ccl.Fm P-R/TLI will the projecr affect a desigrured
floodplarn? (Also see 3c)

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulalive and Secondary Effects on Water Resources (Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

3a. Because most of the proposed project is below the high pool level, the lake in these areas will become turbid for a short time
after water levels rise above the construction zone. The east end parking area will not crrate additional turbidity; however,
temporary erosion controls are required by FWP contracts. Removing silt from the existing ramp will disturb deposited soil,
resulting in minor and temporary turbidity when water levels rise. Because this is in a long bay and work can be completed while
rvat€r levels are below the ramp, the sediment should settle quickly. A Water Quality Protection Act (124 Permit) wrll be acquired
prior to the project start. This permit application will be reviewed by the arei! FWP Fisheries Biologist to ensure that proper water
qualiqv mitigation methods are incorporated.

3b. The island road, ramp, parking, and town ramp breakwater improvements will not change the rate or :rmount of surface
runoff, since existing surfbc€s will not be hardened or slopes sigrrifisang, changed. The east end parking area may require
excavation or fill to creat€ a parking area large enough to accommodate vehicles with trailers and tum around spac€. This would
change the area drainage patterns. FWP Design and Construction engineers or hired consultants will evaluate the needs for

) lnclude a nanative elplanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknomr, elplain wtry the unknonn impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a nanative description addressing the ilenrs identified in 12.8.6O4-1 a (ARM)
c. Oetermine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checldist. Describe any minor or pc[entially significant impacts.
c.c. lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narratiw and include docurnentation if it will be useful.



Gulverts and specific grading required to accommodate water events. Best Management Practices will be followed to ensure
proper design and drainage. Gravel surfaces will maintaln a low rate of runoff.

3c. Lake Frances is a controlled reservoir primarily used for irrigation, and therefore, the reservoir and project area are not
considered a designated floodplain., according to Steve Leathe, FWP fisheries m:rnager. Dupuyer Creek and Birch Creek fed from

^vift 
Dam are the main sources of water for Lake Frances. Irrigation use also determines flows in and out of the lake. The

3e. Installation of the floating breakwater will reduce the risks at both the town ramp and the new island ramp when
launchrnloading boats ur windy weather and rough water common at Lake Frances. Repairing the town ramp breakwater wrll
eliminate a safetv hazard and increase the efficiency of the breakwateq thus protecting boaters beuer as they launch or load.

3h. Delineating a parking area above the east end ramp will reduce the petroleum spills from parked vehicles below the high pool
elevation and the risk of contaminating water adjacent to Conrad's drinking water supply. Converselv, improvement of the island
ac6ss area will encourage vehicle parking below the high pool level and increase the potentii for^ vehicle fueVoil spills.
Restrictrng use to the end of the island will help limit the chances of contamination by vehicles-traveling around the island.

3j Lake Frances is primarily operated for irrigation purposes, though the City of Conrad owns 2,500 water shares to supply
drinking water' There will be no noticeable effects on these water users as a result of this project, barring accidentat sprlls
discussed in number 3h., above. The new road will remain at the existing grade. The boat .;p *rli be constructed of poured
concrste or stable, yet flexible concrete planks or matting. Construction will cause minimal turbidity on the opposite sidc of the
lake from the Conrad water source outlet.

3k. The reservoir water quantity will not change due to this project. The road and parking area grades will remain at the same
level wittr minor gravel additions to provide stability.

/ill the proposed action result in:

a- Changes in the diversiry, produclivitv or abundance ofplant
species (including trees, shrubs, grass, cropa, and aquatic plafis)?

b. Alteration of a plant community?

c. Mverse effects on any unique, rare, threatened, or endangered
sr --ies?

d Reduction in acreage or produciivity ofany agricultural tand?

e. Establishment or spread ofnoxious weeds?

66f For P-R,'IL.I, *'ill fte project affect wetlands, r prime and
unique farm.land?

\arrative Description and Evalualion ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effeds on Land Resources (Arach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

4a. All ground in the main project area is currently dish$ed by vehicle traffic. The road to the island boat launching area is
heavrly used and graded, thus eliminating all vegetation. The launching area where the new parking area and ramp wtil be
constructed is void of vegetation, consisting of a large cobble surface. The town breakwater does not have permanent vegetation
in this area. The concrete breakwater is surrounded by rock and other concrete pieces.

1 lnclude a narrative explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknoam, explain why the unknorn impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a nanative description addressing the items ide,ntified in 12.8.6041a (ARM)
e. Determine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
cc lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narratirre and include documentation if il will be useful.
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The east end ramp parking area has limited growth due to vehicles accessing the lake via various pioneered routes. Some common
area gftsses would be removed or covered for parking area grading and gravel. The parking area would be located over the
existing use area to minimize the impacts to vegetation.

4c. A database search by the Montana Natural Heritage Program on October 10, 2001 revealed no plant species of concern ur the

nrct a.*.

4e. Areas disturbed by construction will be prone to the establishment of noxious weeds. Small populations of Canada
thistle and musk thistle are located at the island road, boat ramp and parking area, and at the east end area.

4f. After visiting the site and reviewing the proposed project areq both the FWP Regional Fisheries Manager and the
area Wildlife Biologist indicated that there were no wetlands that will be altered by this project. The areas directly
affected by construction are void of vegetation. The east end ramp is above the high pool level and consists of well
drained range/grassland type cover.

Lanny Walker, District Conservationist for the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service in Conrad, spoke with
Sue Dalbey on October 10, 2001, after reviewing the soil survey maps for the construction area. He confirmed that
there are no soils considered prime and unique farmlands in the proposed project area, including the east end parking
area. Soils below the normal pool elevation (road and boat ramp) were considered similar to those surveyed along the
shoreline in those areas.

lnclude a nanative explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknown impact has not or

can not be evaluated.

lnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.604-'la (ARM)

Determine wtrether the described impact may resun and respond on the checldist. Describe any minor or potentially sQnificant impacts.

lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include documentation if it will be useful.
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< 5. FISH/WN.NI,IFF

Will the proposed action result in:

c. Changes in the diversity or abundance ofnongame species?

4 Introduction ofnew s?ecies into an area?

e. Creation of a barrier to the migration or movefit€nt of animals?

I Adverse effects oo any unique. rare, threatened. or endangered species?

g. Increase conditions that stress wildlife populations or limit abundance
(inctuding harassmen! legal or illegal harvest or other human activity)?

eclL For P-R/TLJ, will the proja.r be performed in any area in which
T&E spocies are preser( and will the projea affect any T&E species or
their habirat? (AIso see 5f)

ci. For P-R/T! I, will the projecl introduce or export any species not
presently or historically occurring in the receiving location? (Also see
5d)

i. Other: via

Deteriorarion ofcritical fish or wildlife habitat?

b. Changes in the divenitv or abundance of game animals or bird
species?

Narralive Description and Evalualion ofthe cumulative and Secondary Effixts on land Resources 16112sh additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

IS Rtgon 4 Frsheries Manager Steve Leathe toured the site with Sue Dalbey on septemb er 2l,2ool. He indicated that Lakelces is one of the most heavily fished waters in the region, especially dunng years of low precipitation when other lakes areary' Walleye and northern pike are the most common sport *h, uui ttre re-servoir also supports yellow perch and burbot.
Longnose suckers, white suckers and spottail shiners are th; most cornmon nongame fish. There are no species of concern rn thereservoir' Walleye and northern pike are spnng spawners, coingiding wi& anicipat€d construction; however, these species aretolerant of high sediment. Leathe expects turbidity-to be limited rrom-the project. 

'He 
considers the improved access important toproviding angling opportunities at Lake Frances and the region. Leathe does not anticipate any noteworthy rmpacts to the fisheriespopulation or habitat as a result of this project. The prgect has liule affect on winter angling, because the reservoir can beacwssed from all of the boat ramps when the lake is iced over.

FWP Fisheries Biologist Bill Hill visited with Sue Dalbey on October I l. 2001. Summer creel survevs under his direction shori,
88-100% of anglers use boats to fish, verses fishing from shore. Hill indicated that the proposed improvements will increase use.but is not expected to impact fish populations. He encouraged careful positioning of tie island ramp and breakwater to enable
continued us of shoreline launching when the site is busy. Occasionatt y )ons vehi-cles will be using the island for lake access and
some congestion may be avoided if boaters with smaller vessels wish to load/launch on the bank. The concrete ramp will be a
definite improvement for larger boat access.

FWP area Wildlife Biologist Gary Olson also met Dalbey on site on September 21,2001. Based on the high amount of activit-v
already taking place on the islan4 olson considers the proposed project i positive improvement. It will heflocalize use and limit
travel across the island, which provides nesting habitat for Canada geese, blue herons and gulls. The ctsest heron rookery is
located about 150 vards from the boat ramp. Neither construction or later public use of the ramp is expected to disturb the herons.
The public already launches boats in the immediate vicinity of where the concrete ,a.p *orid be constructed with little or no
rffect to the heron rookery. If the parking area can be delineated and restricted around tir. rnu, ramp and parking area, this will
I lnclude a narrative explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknown, explain why the unknorMt impact has not or

can not be evaluated.
. lnclude a nanative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.6O4-1a (ARM)

Determine whether the described impec't may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issug in the EA nanative and include documentation if it will be useful.

ll
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reduce travel close to the rookeries across the island. Travel is currently unrestricted on the island. Geese nest above the hrgh
pool level in the grasses, therefore the prqect proposed below the high pool level will not significantly affect geese activitv. TIe
lake and shoreline is used by a variety of waterfowl. A few upland birds and whitetail deer also uie the area. No species of
concem are known to inhabit this area.

^VP Nongame Coordinator Dennis Flath spoke with Sue Dalbey on October 10, 2001 and suggested that spring migrant
-.rorebirds may temporarily use Lake Frances for a resting place on their way north. This would be a fast transitiorL wittr Urras
arriving and departing for a period of a week or ten days in mid-April. The primary flyway includes Benton Lake and Freezeout
Lake. but Lake Frances may be used by some outlying birds such as avocets or phaloropes. He also recommended restricting
travel to designated parking areas to protect shoreline and ground nesting birds on the island.

5a. Some slight and temporary arnounts of turbidity will be caused by the boat ramp construction and cleaning of the east end
ramp. Temporar,v erosion controls are a standard contract requirement on FWP projects to limit impacts of this nature.

5f. A database search by the Montana Natural Heritage Program did not reveal any species of concern in the construction area.
Breeding pairs of femrginous hawks were identified south of Lake Frances n lgg7. Biologist Gary Olson and Nongame
Coordinator Denms Flath confirmed the lack of species of concern in this area and that the proposed pro1ect will not impacirare
animal species.

6. NOTSF/FT FCTRICAI FFFFCTS

Will the proposed action result in:

a- Increases in existing noise levels?

b. Eryosure ofpeople to severe or nuisance noise levels?

d Irterference with radio m television reception and operation?

ofelectrostatic or elecrromagretic effects rhrr could be
uetrimental to human heahh or property?

\arrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effecs on land Resources (Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

6a. A temporary increase in noise will occur during construction due to the use of heavy equipment to complete the project.
Equipment such as graders, dump trucks, front end loaders, etc. will be necessary.

) lnclude a nanative exphnation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknorvn, explain wfry the unloorrvn impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a nanative description addressing the items identified in 1 2.8.60+1a (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may resuft and r*pond on the checldist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include documentation if il will be useful.
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7.I ANN TISF

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Conllict with a designated natural area or area ofunusual
scientilic or educafional irnportance?

c. Conllict with any eisting land use whose presence would
constrain or potentiauy prohibit fte propoded actioo?

d Adverse effects on ot relocation ofresidences?

e. Other: N/A

Alteration ofor interitrence with the productivity or profitability
ofthe exising land use ofan area?

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumuladve and Secondary Effecs on land Resources (Attach additional pages ofnarrarive ifneeded):

7c The Iand proposed for construction is owned by the Pondera County Canal and Reservoir Company whose primary emphasis
is with irrigation water storage and supply. The prqect has a low elevation profile and will not altei the reservoir capacity or
create imgation barriers. No conflicts with the existing use of the area are anticipated.

8. RISK/HFAI TT{ HATARNS

\rill the proposed action result in:

a. Risk ofan e4plosion or release ofhazardous substances
(including bur not limited 10 oil, pesticides, chernicals, or radiation)

b. Affect an existing ern€rgency respoire or emagerrcy evacuatioo
plan or crede a need for a new plan?

IMPAC'I3

Can Impact Be

Mitigated'
Cormnent

Index
Unknown) None Minoo

Potentially
Significam

x yes 8a.

x
c. Creation of any human health hazard or potential hr".d? X

positive

8c.

cd,Fm P-R,TLr. rvill env chemical toxicants be used? (AIso;
ves 8a.

e. Other: \/A

\arrative andDescription and Evaluation of th. Curnrl"rir. -aGififf.* -

8a' Herbicides mav be used to control noxious weeds by the agency that maintains the island:rea, town ramps .nd parking areas.or east end ramp and parking area. The county weed boarJ wiil review the project prior to construction and suggest weedapplication methds that limit the risk of accidents or contarnination.

8c' The addition of a breakwater will decrease the risks involved when loading or launching boats in rough water. providing asolid road and ramp will increase safety when accessing the lake, as well.

) lnclude a nanative explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknonyn, explain why the unknoum impact has not orcan not be evaluated.

lnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.g.6o4-la (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may resull and respond on the checldist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacis.lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include documentation if it will be us€fu|.

l3
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9. COMMITNTTY IMPACT

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Alteration ofthe social structure ofa communitv?

c. Alteration ofthe level or distribution ofemploynent or
communiqv or personal income?

d Changes in indusrial or commercial activity?

e. Increased traffic hazards or effetrs on existing lrarsportation
facilities or patterns ofmovernent ofpeople and goods?

Alterarion ofthe location distribution, density, or growth rate of
the human population ofan area?

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effects on L:nd Resources (Attach additional pages ofnarrarive ifneeded):

9a. The island area is the only public area to launch boats during extreme low water levels; therefore, people are alread].
concentrated at the island. It is the intention of this improvement project to encourage use of the island for launching during low
water levels. The human density on the island will slightly increase. The impacts of more people and vehicles here can be reduced
by creating delineated use areir and restricting use outside these areas. The project will protect the site, wildlife and result rn more
efficient use of the site.

9c. A stable acc€ss road and developed low water boat ramp will increase regional use of the reservoir, and therefore, should

^Itly enhance the economic status of the Town of Valier. The project will encourage use of tfie town's existing carnping
--;ilities and the fish cleaning station funded by FWP several years ago. Angler use will slightly increase, resulting in ttre sie o?
more fishing licenses and tackle. Other recreational amenities may be purchased in neighboring towns, too, such as fuel, groceries.
lodgrng, and meals.

9e. The project will reduce traffic hazards when accessing the island and launching boats on unstable ground. Delineated areas
aid in efficient and stable launching routes and parking for more vehicles in a smalleiarea.

t lnclude a nanative explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unknorn, explain why the unloown impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a narrative description addressing the ilems identified in 12.8.604-1a (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include documentation if it will be useful.
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IO. PIIBI IC SFRVICFS/TAYFSATTII ITTFS

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Will the propoeed action have an effirt upon lhe local or state tax
base and revenues?

c. Will the proposed ac.tion result in a need lor new facilities or

zuboantial alterations of any of the following utilities: electric

powet, natural ga.s. other fuel supply or distributiotr slstems, or

communications?

d Will the proposed action result in increased used ofany enerry

source?

< e. Define projected revenue sources

a li Define projected maintenance costs.

" Will the proposed aaion have an effeu't upon or result in a need

lor new or altered govetnmental services in any ofthe following

areas: lue or police protediorl schools. parksrecrearional facilities,

roads or olher public maintenance. water supply, sewer or septic

slstems. solid waste disposal, health or other governrnental

xrrrces? If anv, specif : road and rarrT mainlmane wul
ehatmmt fl oating hrslwatr meintmance

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effixts on land Resources (Anach additional pages ofnarralive ifneeded):

l0a. Maintenance and operation of the constructed facilities will be assumed by agencies other than FWP as outlined in the MOU'

^The 
improved road and parking areas will requi.re periodic grading and the ramp may need sediment removed annually' weeds

.ll need to be controllj. The portable floating uieat*atei will iequire installing, r€moving and storage for periods during the

year. These costs should not appreciably increase due to the current pr.r"r." of the Town of Valier and PCCRC managing other

sites in the area.

l0b. The pondera County Departrnent of Revenue checked the tax records for Sue Dalbey on October 10,2001 and found that

the land and island area are considered part of the Lake Frances water body and are not charged ta:<es. This assessment is not

expected to change after the improvement project. Tax records also indicated that about eight acres at the east end parking area is

owned by pCCRC and is assessed at a prival utility rate. It, too, is expected to rernain assessed at the same rate if the parking

area is improved. No changes in tax revenue are anticipated due to the proposed project.

l0e. FWp will apply for the use of $150,000 Wallop-Breaux funds to be used if the fi.rll non-federal matching funds are provided

of S50,000, or Zi6/, of the total construction cost. if tn. n U $200,000 is not needed for construction, or the fuli 550'000 match

not acquired, the proportionate amount of Wallop-Breaux funds would also be reduced to retain the 25:75 ratio match.

No fees will be collected for the use of this site.

Igf. Annual maintenance costs will depend on the precipitation and lake levels. If the island road and ramp remain out of the

rvater for most of the year and for consecutive years, the road may require grading more often due to heavy use. If water levels

cover the island acces, fo, u period and deposition is low, the road and parking areits may need grading and ramp cleaning only

once annually. The pondera Departrnent oi Revenue indicated that the town boundary stopped a! the w_ater line' and the county

generally assumed road maintenance outside the town. Road maintenance activities are typically funded by mill levies assessed rn

the counlv or town, therefore the proposed action may require a mill lev,v increase to cover additional road maintenance'

I lnclude a narrative explanation under part lll describing the scope and level of impaci. lf the impact is unknoivn, explain wtry the unknown impact has not or

can not be evaluated.

lnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.@4-1a (ARM)

e Determine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checHid. D€cfibe any minor or potentially significant impacts'

ce lnclude a discussion about the issue in the dA narrative and include documentation if il will be useful'



Maintenance and operation of the floatrng breakwater may be done with significant in-klnd work and equipment use, thus limiting
costs.

Will the proposed action result in:

a. Alteration ofany scenic vista or creation olan aesthetically
offensive site or efect thal is open to public view?

b. Alteration ofthe aesthetic character ofa connnuniw or
neighborhood?

<c. Alteration ofthe quality or quantity ofrec-reationaUtourism
opporurnifies and setings? (Afbch Tourisnr Report)

cd For P-RiD-J, wilt any desigrated or propo,sed wild or scenic
rivers, trails or wilderness areas be impacted? (AJso see I I a, I I c)

Narrative Description and Evalualion ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effects on Land Resources (4636h additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

The Valier/Lake Frances area is an agricultural area with generally level to gently rolling famtands; cottonwood trees line the
shores of Lake Frances and the island. Lake Frances was b;ilt for irrigation; h--owever, it is also heavily used for recreation. It is
one of the heaviest fished reservoirs rn the regron, receiving 14,700 angler days in 1999 (FWp dt tr*id. Angler pressure
Estimates), of which 88- 100% iue boat anglers. The draw down for irrigat-ion, however, ryakes the lake inaccessible for parts of

At,i*t; especially dunng ye:m of low precipitation. The town operat€s a campground and park with RV dump station, water,Y tlush restrooms. A fish cleaning station was installed about three ye:m ago UifWp and ii maintained by the Town of Valier.
^ 

he proposed project will complement these amenities and provide higher *--a rnlr" consistent recreational use on Lake Frances.
particulariy during the peak surlmer period characterized bvlow water.

I la' The project will improve structures already in place and heavily used. The existing road is graded and well defined. The
island parking area will become obvious due to gravel additions and iortable perimeter stands. The breakwater will be a highlvvisible change to the lake vista. It is intentionally visible for safetv reasons. R.puir to the town breakwater will be a very slightchange aesthetically, but toward a more natural look with the addition of riprap to support and cover the failing cement. Theparking area upgrade at the east end will not be visible from the lake, but will be tr*r,r, visible from the adjacent county road.

i lc' The qualiqv of recreation opportuut,ies w'iii be rncreased wrrh improveri roarjs to a new boat ramp on the island. Lack of easrac@ss to Lake Frances during low water levels has been a deterrent to recreationists during any period ;d;-;;;.;. 
-;

additional opportunity is provided to a certain number of people who will not launch their boat on an undeveloped or natural ramp.

) lnclude a nanative explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unlglo,vn, explain why ttre unknown impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a nanative decription addressing the items identified in 12.8.604-1a (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA nanative and include documentation if it will be useful.

l6
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12. cIrT TITRAT iHrsToRICAI. RFSOITRCFS

Will the proposed action result in:

b. Physical change that would affect unique cultural values?

c. Effecrs on existing religious or sacred uses ofa site or area?

q6d For P-R/TL.I will &e project afect historic or culUrral
resources? Attech SHPTO letter ofclearence. (Also see l2.a)

Destruelion or alteration ofany site. stnrcture or object of
Trehistoric hisoric, or paleonlological importance?

Narrative Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effects on lznd Resources (.Aflach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

l2a- No unique properties have been located within the main project area, which is below the normal pool level and improvements
to existing sfructures, such as the town ramp breakwater and town parking area. SHPO did provide clearance for the primary
project. A cultural survey may be requird howev€r, if the east end parking area is improved. The FWP Cultural Coordinator
will consult with SHPO prior to construction if funding is available to complete this east urd parking area improvement.

,

q!
qd.

lnclude a narntive explanation under Part lll describing the scope and level of impact. lf the impacl is unknown, explain why ttn unknown impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a narrative description addressing the items identified in 12.8.60rt-.la (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may result and respond on the checldist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
lnclude a discussion about the issue in the EA narrative and include documentatiofl if it will be useful.

t7

TMPAC'IJ

Can trnpacr Be

Mitisated)
Comment

lndexUnknown' None Minor)
Poteutially
Siepificad

X l2a.

x

X

X See

Appendix 5

e. Othec N/A



13. SI IMMARY FVAI IIATION OF

SIGNIFICANCE

Will the proposed action, considered as a whole:

b. Involve potedial risks or adverse effects which are uncertain but
extremely hazafdous ifthey were to occur?

c. Potantially conllia with the substantive requiremenrs ofany local,
state, or federal law. regulatiorl standard or formal plan?

d Establish a precedent or likelihood that future aaiors with
significant envirormental impacts will be proposed?

e. Ceoerate substantial debate or controversy about the nature ofthe
irnpacts thar would be created?

Cf For P-RrTL I, is the project expected to have organized
opposition or generate substantial public coutroversy? (AIso see

l3e)

GGg For P-R/TL.I, list any federal or sta& permils required

- Have impacrs that are individually limite4 but cumulatively
considerable? (A projecf or program may result in impacts on two
or more separale resources which create a significant effect when

considered togerher or in tolal.)

Narralive Description and Evaluation ofthe Cumulative and Secondary Effects on tand Resources (Attach additional pages ofnarrative ifneeded):

The general support for this project origlnated from the local Walleyes Unlimited chapter, and includes the Town of Valier and the
Pondera County Canal and Reservoir Company; tierefore, public controversy is not expected. No significant changes to the

Anan or physical environment are anticipated blcause the project is basically lmproving existing use.

) lnclude a narative elqhnation under Part lll describing ttre scope and level of impact. lf the impact is unlarorvn, exphin wtry the unknofln impact has not or
can not be evaluated.

lnclude a narative description adclressing the items identified in 12.8.6041a (ARM)
Determine whether the described impact may result and r*pond on the checklist. Describe any minor or potentially significant impacts.
Include a discussion about the issue in the EA nanative and include documentation if il will be usetul.

l8
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2. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the no action alternative) to the
proposed action, whenever alternatives are reasonably available and prudent to consider, and a
discussion of how the alternatives would be implemented:

Alternative l. No Action.
If no action is taken at Lake Frances, existing use will continue, however the potential for environment
degradation will continue from use of the island road when moist. Low water levels wrll continue to limit
boat access to the 

.lake: thus, reducing the recreational use of the lake, neighboring town recreation
facilities, and potential economic gain to the area economy.

Alternative 2' Build up road and build new boat ramp at Lighthouse Restaurant, construct riprapbreakwater.
This was the first alternative considered by representatives from walleyes Unlimited and FWp in mrd1999' The shoreline slope at the Lighthouse site was only 3%o atthe low water's edge. Two options wererevrewed at this site' both included large amounts of fill that would extend 400 feet into the lake when atnormal pool elevation' The extension was needed to provide a grade to successfully launch a typicalwalleye fishing boat' A ro% slope is the minimum recommended by FWp engineenng staff to avoidvehicles needing to back into the water over the floorboards. with the addifion oi.,p.up, this alternativewas estimated to cost $50,000 to $100,000, and perhap, ,,itt would not allow access at the lowest lakelevels recorded Iater in 1999.

Alternative 3. Extend east end ramp.
This alternative was not highly considered due to its distance from valier, limited developable area, andsteep terrain' At very low water levels, the bay does not p.o,,,a. sufficient *"., a.prt even if the rampextended to the middle of the bay.

Alternative 4. Acquire and deverop Boumans point near the east end ramp.This was a highly unlikely altemaiive due to private landowner-ship. this site, however, had a goodshoreline slope, a significant amount of developable space ari.*."rt.ni all-water-level access point.

Alternative 5' Extend southern town boat ramp, excavate bay, build rock breakwater.This was the second,option thoroughly explored b; nup ;;60'0, 
"ra 

dtt 
";gh;;;-ra togi.ut to expandan existrng facilitv, the cost was prohibitive. Cost estimates totared $3-73,000 to complete a boat ramp thatrvould provide access.during low water periods. g**rutio, of the bay down to uieable elevations andsupply/placement of the riprap breakwatlr were 75%o of the cost. This alternative was eliminated fromfurther rnvestigation since funds to this extent were not available.

Alternative 6' Improve existing road, install cable mat boat ramp, install floating breakwater,improve boat ramp parking area, options as funding allows.
This alternative is cotputable to the Preferred Altenitive, ho*euer the cable mat boat ramp is twice thecost of a poured cement ramp. The advantage to a cable mat is that it can be ,.r"t iitt. sides erode due to*ave action' This alternative does address thi potential a.g"dution of the island road when soils are moist,designating parking o1 th: island and protecting boaters 

-when 
launching and loading with a breakwaterstructure' The use of a floating breakwater alio reduces costs considerably. It is ,irtit rty that fundingrvould be available to complete either the additional options oi Lprr.g the town ramp breakwater and/orupgrading the east end parking area if Alternative 6 is implemented. physical and human environmental[npacts rvould be simrlar to the preferred alternative. A consultant would be hired to finalize plans andoversee the project, along with FWP Design and Construction staff. The project would be opened forcompetitive contractor bids.

l9



Alternative 7. Prefprrpd Atfprn^five. Prnnnspd Acfinn to improve existing road, construct poured
cement and cable mot boat ramp, install floating breakwater, improve b:oat ramp parkin! area,
improve town parking area, options as funding allows.
Tlus project is costly, however, furdirg has been identified to allow this improvement. Costs were reduced
from Alternative 6 by installing a poured concrete ramp, rather than a cabli mat ramp. This is a very
functional ramp constructed at a lower price. The floatable breakwater can be used at both the towrramp
and the island ramp- It is more hkely that one of the options can be completed with the savings that this
alternative provides. A consultant would be hired to engineer the prgeci and the project *ould be opened
for competitive contractor bids. FWP Design and Construction Bureau would ori.ro the project.

3. Evaluation and listing of mitigation, stipulation, or other control measures enforceable by the
agency or another government agency:

Soil stability wrll be. ingreased by using Geo-tech mat to spread weight on the road. Repair of the town
breakwater and floating breakwater will arso stabilize the shoreline.

Soil productivity alterations will be extremely limited by planmng the rmprovements to areas already
disn'rrbed by heavy use. Confining vehicle use will attow ottrir areas to reclarm for greater production and
fertilitv.

Temporary erosion controls are standard FWP construction requirements. The floating breakwater will -
reduce rvave action and erosion at the boat ramp areas. Dust will be reduced at the east end parking area
by seeding disnrrbed areas immediately after construction.

All construction can take place out of the water when levels are low to reduce turbidity, sedimentation,
deposition. The Water Quality Protection Act (124 Permit) must be applied for and 

-reviewed 
by the

Fishenes Biologist to ensure proper water quality mitigation methods *. ur"d. Restricting vehicle ac@ss
to the island and areas below high pool elevation at the east end ramp will reduce risks oI contaminating
rvater from petroleum spills.

Noious rveeds will be controlled by one of the existing land management entities in the area.

Turbidity will be limited by completing construction above water levels and with the use of temporary
erosion controls during construction.

The increases in governmental services will be minimized by the on-going maintenance and operations
contributions from the local walleyes unlimited and the pccRc.

4. Based on the significance criteria evaluated in this EA, is an EIS required? NO
If an EIS is not required, explain why the EA is the appropriate level of analysis for this proposed
action.

This environmental review revealed no significant negative impacts from the proposed action; therefore, an
EIS is not necessav and an Environmental Assessment is the appropriate levei of analysis.

20



5. Describe the level of public invohement for this project if any and, given the complexity and the
seriousness of the environmental issues associated with the proposed action, is the level of public
involvement appropriate under the circumstances?

The public will be notified in the following manners to comment on the EA, the proposed action and
alternatives:

r Two legal notices each in the Conrad lndependent observer and Helena Independent Record
newspapers.

r One regionwide press release.

' Public Notice on the Fisb, Wildlife & Parks web page: http://fwp.state.mt.us/notices/default.asp.

copies of the EA will be mailed directly to the Town of valier and the pondera Canal and Reservoir
Company to ensure their knowledge of the proposed action. Project area lands are controlled by these twoparties' Letters will also be sent to organized groups in northcentral Montana who may have an interest inthe project.

The opportunities for public input listed above are appropriate for the proposed actions since few negativeenvironmental impacts are identified.

6. Duration of comment period if any:

The public comment period will extend for.thirry (30) days following the publication of the second legalnotice' wriuen comments will be accepted untit i:oo p.*., Junrury 2g,2002 andcan be mailed to theaddress below:
Steve Leathe
Montana Fish, Wildlife & parks
4600 Giant Springs Road
Great Falls, MT 59405

Or email comments to sleathe@stote.mt.us

7' Name, title, address and phone number of the Person(s) Responsible for preparing the EA:

Sue Dalbey
Independent Contractor
Dalbey Resources
926 N. Lamborn St.
Helena, MT 59601
406-443-8058

Allan Kuser
Fishing Access Site Coordinator
Monkna Fish, Wildlife & parks
P.O. Box 200701
Helena, MT 59620-0701
446-444-3750

Steve Leathe
Region 4 Fisheries Manager
Montana Fistu Wildlife & parks
4600 Giant Springs Road
Great Falls, MT 59405
406454-5840
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t I G. Any new construction in an area with National Registry quality cultural
artifacts (as determined by State Historical Preservation Office)?
Comments: Negative resu/fs on the cultural survey.

t I H Any new above ground utility lines?
Comments; None

t I I Any increase or decrease in campsites of 25o/o or more of an existing number
of campsites?
Comments: None

I I J. Proposed project significantly changes the existing features or use pattern;
including effects of a series of individual projects?
Comments; Use will remain the same as histoical use.

lf any of the above are checked, HB 495 rules apply to this proposed work and should be
documented on the MEPA/H8495 CHECKLIST. Referto MEPA/H8495 Cross Reference Summary
for further assistance.
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APPENDIX 4
TOURISM REPORT

MONTANA ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (MEPA)/H8495

The Montana Department of Fish, wildlife and Parks has initiated the review process asmandated by H8495 and the Montana Environmental Policy Act in its consideration of the project
described below. As part of the review process, input and comments are being solicited. please
complete the project name and prqect description portions and submit this fort to:

Victor Bjornberg, Tourism Development Coordinator
Travel Montana-Department of Commerce
PO Box 200533
1424 9th Ave,
Helena, MT 59620-0533

Project Name: Lake Frances Access lmprovement

Project Description: Lake Frances can be reached by traveling 67 miles north from Great
Falls on lnterstate 9't; take Exit #048, then tum west on Valier noaOiftighw ay 44 andtravel about
15 miles to the town of Valier; follow Teton Avenue southeast to the city parf ano boat ramps on the
north shore of Lake Frances. Pondera County, Montana, Township jg ruortn, Range 5 West, S%
Section 4 and Nlz Section g; and NE%NE% Section 23.

1. Would this site development project have an impacl on the tourism economy?

1\

(circle one) NO
I

lf YES, bri.efly describe:
lotr.

a-\\,,o ;t{<.1-\ et rJ.-
i-,j ,"'c/ : -o utL Cc"r(

,'-Li* L1

B.n e

2. Does this impending improvement alter the quality or quantity of
recreation/tourism opportu n ities and setti n gs?

(circle one) NO lYES lf YES, briefly describe:

{
l'

Signature

,/oa
revised too sed

?o)!


